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8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: 3)0 accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 3 7 CFR LI 14 
A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on December 12, 2007 has been entered. 

Summary and Status of Claims 

1. This Office Action is in response to Applicant's reply filed December 12, 2007. 

2. Claims 1-52 are pending. 

3. Claims 1 -27 and 37-52 are withdrawn fi-om consideration for being directed to a non- 
elected invention. 

4. Claims 28-36 have been considered below. 

5. Claims 28-33 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Emens 
et al. (US Patent 6,832,218) of record. 

6. Claims 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Emens 
et al. (US Patent 6,832,218) of record, in view of Kolluri et al. (US Patent Pub 2003/0101286) of 
record. 

7. The text of those secdons of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 
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Claim Rejections ' 35 use § 102 

8. Claims 28-33 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Emens et al. (US Patent 6,832,218) of record, hereinafter "Emens". 

9. In regards to claim 28, Emens discloses a method of managing information resources in a 
computer system, the method comprising the steps of: 

a. receiving user information from a user input device (Emens at col. 4, lines 6-8), said user 
information is representative of a declaration that a second resource accessible by the 
computer system should be associated with a first resource accessible by the computer 
system (Emens at col. 4, lines 1 1-7), and storing in association with said second resource an 
identifier of said first resource (Emens at col. 4, lines 17-21)*; 

b. identifying other resources accessible by the computer system that are relevant 
with respect to said second resource by a relevance scoring process (Emens at col. 4, 
lines 12-4, 52-7)^; and 

c. determining whether the second resource with respect to which other resources 
have been found relevant in step b) has a first identifier associated with the second 
resource when one of said other resources is to be accessed by the computer system for 
display, and displaying other signaling information than the display of said other resource 
when the second resource with respect to which other relevant resources have been found 
relevant in step b) has the first identifier associated with the second resource when one of 

' The first selection of a URL by the user is interpreted as the first resource. The next URL selected by the user is 
interpreted as the second resource. The selection is a "declaration that.,. [it]... should be associated" because the 
links are determined, by the user as having the desired information searched for. The association is then stored for 
the second resource in association with the first resource, which are both stored with the original query. 
^ The counts are interpreted as the relevancy score. The more counts, the more relevant. 
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said other resources is to be accessed by the computer system for display. Emens at col. 
4, lines 22-34^ 

10. In regards to claim 29, Emens discloses the method as claimed in claim 28 wherein step 
b) further includes retaining other resources having a relevance score higher than a threshold. 
Emens at col. 4, lines 52-4, 57-9. 

11. In regards to claim 30, Emens discloses the method as claimed in claim 28, wherein step 

a) is implemented for a plurality of second resources belonging to a group (Emens at col. 4, lines 
12-17), and step b) further comprises identifying other relevant resources with respect to the set 
of second resources of the group. Emens at col. 5, lines 3-9. 

12. In regards to claim 31, Emens discloses the method as claimed in claim 28, wherein step 

b) is performed in response to an association made in step a). Emens at col, 5, lines 3-9^. 

13. In regards to claim 32, Eniens discloses the method of claim 28 wherein step b) is 
performed subsequent to the access envisaged in step c) to determine whether the other resource 
which it has accessed is another relevant resource with respect to the second resource. Emens at 
col. 3, lines 56-60; col. 4, lines 44-6^ 

14. In regards to claim 33, Emens discloses the method as claimed in claim 28, wherein step 
b) is performed by supplying an identifier of the second resource to a server in which the 



^ The second user is presented with a list of relevant links associated with the same or similar query as determined 
by another user. These links are displayed (signaled) to the user and each link is different (distinct) from each other 
(from the first site). 

The identifying step is interpreted as being performed in response to the association step because the identifying 
and cross-referencing being performed utilizes the associations made by the user in the first step by the user clicking 
on the desired links. 

^ The identification occurs each time a user makes a query, thus the displaying displays relevant links according to 
the previously associated resources. 
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relevance scoring process is executed to execute the relevant scoring process. Emens at col. 4, 
lines51-59^ 

15. In regards to claim 36, Emens discloses the method as claimed in claim 28, wherein step 
a) is performed by a pointing input device on graphical objects representative of the first and 
second resources. Emens at col. 3, lines 44-6 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

16. Claims 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Emens et al. (US Patent 6,832,218) of record, hereinafter "Emens", in view of KoUuri et al. 
(US Patent Pub 2003/0101286) of record, hereinafter "KoUuri". 

17. In regards to claim 34, Emens does not expressly disclose wherein the relevant scoring 
process is identifies other resources relevant with respect to at least one intermediate resource 
with respect to which the second resource is predetermined as being relevant, 

18. Kolluri discloses a weighting process that includes an intermediate link for determining 
strengths of each other links. Kolluri at para. 0008, lines 4-8. 

19. Emens and Kolluri are analogous art because they are directed to the same field of 
endeavor of associations over the Internet. 

20. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to modify the method of Emens by making the relevant scoring process identify other resources 

^ The link (identifier) of the second resource is given to the system to determine counts of it (relevance). The 
identifications are made by the number of counts (identifying relevant sites) above a threshold. 
^ A web browser is a graphical user interface, which requires a pointing input device.* The links displayed on the 
web browser are interpreted as "graphical objects" representative of the first and second resources. 
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relevant with respect to at least one intermediate resource with respect to which the second 
resource is predetermined as being relevant, as taught by KoUuri. 

21. The motivation for doing so would have been because it allows for stronger relationship 
calculations and more reliable relevance scores. KoUuri at para. 0005. 

22. In regards to claim 35, Emens and KoUuri disclose the method as claimed in claim 34, in 
step c), wherein a representation of a link to the first resource, said representations forming said 
signaling information, and further displaying representations of links to said intermediate 
resource and to resources which are relevant with respect to said intermediate resources. Emens 
atcol. 4, lines 31-41 

Response to Amendment 
Rejection of Claims 28-36 under 35 U.S.C 112, Second Paragraph 

23. Applicant's amendment to claims 28-36 is acknowledged. The rejection to claims 28-36 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph is withdrawn. 

Rejection of Claims 28-36 under 35 U.S.C 101 

24. Applicant's amendment to claims 28-36 is acknowledged. Consequently, the rejection to 
claims 28-36 under 35 U.S.C. 101 is withdrawn. 



* The search results displays links to sites (representations of links to at least certain among the first resources 
forming said signaling information) which are shown as the alternate list and the relevant list (resources relevant 
with respect to said intermediate resources. 
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Response to Arguments ' 
Rejection of claims 28-33 and 36 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 

25. Applicant's arguments in regards to the rejections to claims 28-33 and 36 under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e), have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant alleges that 
Emens fails to disclose all the limitations of claim 28 (Remarks at 14-6.) The Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. In regards to step a), Emens discloses allowing a user to read through 
abstracts for resources and choosing hyperlinks for one or more resources for further review (i.e., 
a declaration that a second resource should be associated with a first resource) and storing the 
selected hyperlinks in a database (i.e., storing in association with said second resource an 
identifier of said first resource). Emens at col. 4, lines 6-21. Applicant argues that Emens 
cannot disclose the limitations of claim 28 because Emens does not start out with a manual 
association (Remarks at 14.) There is no requirement in the claim that the process initially 
begins with a manual association by the user. Arguably, Emens does begin with a manual 
association if the method is interpreted to begin after the initial query has been submitted. In 
regards to step b), Emens discloses determining the number of counts for a each hyperlink (i.e., 
relevancy scoring process) in the selected hyperlinks. Emens at col. 4, lines 12-4, 52-7. It is 
interpreted that the number of counts is the relevancy score, where a higher count corresponds to 
a higher score. In regards to step c), Emens discloses cross-referencing a second user's query 
with the first user's query if the second user's query is the same. By doing so, Emens discloses 
that the second user is displayed hyperlinks previously selected by the first user as being 
relevant. Emens at col. 4, lines 22-34. Thus, Emens discloses all the limitations of claim 28. 
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Applicant presents no further arguments for the remaining claims, therefore they remain rejected 
for the same reasons. 

26. Consequently, the rejection to claims 28-33 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) is maintained. 
Rejection of claims 34 and 35 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

27. Applicant's arguments in regards to the rejections to claims 34 and 35 under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a), have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant essentially argues that 
the references, alone or in combination, do not disclose the limitations of claim 28. Since Emens 
discloses all the limitations of claim 28 as addressed above, claims 34 and 35 remain rejected for 
the same reasons. 

28. Consequently, the rejection to claims 34 and 35 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is maintained. 

Conclusion 

29. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Le whose telephone number is 571-272-7970. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs : 9:30am-6pm, Fri: 8am-4:30pm. 

30. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on 571-272-1834. The fax phone number for the 
organization w^here this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

3 1 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
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applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Michael Le 
Art Unit 2163 
January 22, 2008 




